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As a point of clarification, claim 15 should be depended from claim 12 instead of claim 
1 1 to provide to antecedent basis for the phrase "said first and second access doors". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claim 1 1 is finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kirksey 
(4,576,281). Kirksey discloses a sharps disposal system (22) comprising a substantially rigid 
cabinet (24) defining an inner chamber, a sharps receptacle (44) contained within the cabinet, 
access means (34, 60) providing access to the inner chamber for collecting and disposing of 
sharps deposited in the sharps receptacle and lock means (48) for locking the cabinet (Figure 1). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 10-13, 15-17 and 19 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kirksey (4,576,281) in view of Vanderbeck (3,469,750) or Truesdale et 



al. (5,637,238; hereinafter Truesdale'238) and McCarthy (6,332,554). Kirksey discloses a sharps 
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disposal system (22) comprising a substantially rigid cabinet (24) defining an inner chamber, a 
sharps receptacle (44) contained within the cabinet, a door/second access door (34) pivotally 
secured to the cabinet and lock means (48) for locking the cabinet upon closing the door. 
Kirksey also discloses the other claimed limitations except for a first access door being pivotally 
connected to the cabinet. 

Vanderbeck shows a sharps disposal system (10) comprising a cabinet (12), a first access door 
secured (14) to the cabinet and a second access door (16) secured to the cabinet. Truesdale'238 
suggests shows a sharps disposal system (10) comprising a cabinet (14), a first access door 
secured (16) to the cabinet and a second access door (218) secured to the cabinet. McCarthy 
teaches a storage box (1) comprising a housing (2-5), a first access door (6) pivotally secured to 
the housing and a second access door (7) pivotally connected to the housing and a lock (15-18) 
for securing the box upon closing the first and second access doors. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art in view of Vanderbeck or 
Truesdale'238 and McCarthy to modify the system of Kirksey so it comprises a first access door 
secured to the cabinet as taught by Vanderbeck or Truesdale'238 for better access into the 
interior of the cabinet and the first access door is pivotally secured to the cabinet as taught by the 
second access door of Kirksey or McCarthy to facilitate opening and closing the cabinet. 
As to claims 2, 13 and 19, Kirksey discloses a conduit (60). 

As to claim 4, Vanderbeck shows a bracket for holding a receptacle (48) (Figure 2). 

As to claims 10 and 16, Kirksey discloses the sharps receptacle comprises threads (46) for 

engaging with threads on a lid. 
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5. Claim 3 is finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
references as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Honeycutt et al. (6,010,444; 
hereinafter Honeycutt '444). Kirksey further fails to show the sharps receptacle includes a lid 
having segmented fingers. Honeycutt f 444 shows a container (1) having a fluid tight seal (2) with 
segmented fingers extending radially inward toward the center of an opening (Figure 1). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art in view of Honeycutt , 444 to 
modify the sharps receptacle of Kirksey so the lid of the sharps receptacle having segmented 
fingers to prevent the sharps from falling out of the receptacle. 

6. Claims 6-9, 14 and 20 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the references as applied to claims 1,11 and 19 above, and further in view of Marsh 
(5,647,502) or Baker, Sr. et al. (4,662,516; hereinafter Baker'516). Kirksey further fails to show 
a mounting bracket for securing the cabinet to a mounting surface. Marsh teaches a cabinet 
(120) and a mounting bracket (1 10) for securing the cabinet to a mounting surface (Figure 1). 
Baker'516 shows a sharps disposal system (10, 1 1) comprising a cabinet (1 1) and a mounting 
bracket (15) for securing the cabinet to a mounting surface. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art in view of Marsh or Baker'516 to modify the system of Kirksey as 
modified so it includes a mounting bracket for better securing the cabinet to a mounting surface 
such as a wall to provide more convenience for a user. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed on 1/20/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). In this case, although Kirksey fails to provide a first access door 
but either Vanderbeck or Truesdale'238 shows the system having the first and second access 
doors. Therefore, it does not appear to be anything unobvious about using the teaching of either 
Vanderbeck or Truesdale'238 to provide another access door such as the first access door to the 
system of Kirksey to facilitate access into the interior of the cabinet. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to Vanderbeck and Truesdale'238 in the remarks are 
noted. They are not persuasive because Vanderbeck shows two covers/doors even though door 
14 encloses the electrical components chamber but it is a door and Truesdale'238 discloses two 
covers/doors whether at least one of the door 218 is discouraged to disassemble but it is capable 
of removing from the cabinet. 
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Regarding claim 2, Kirksey as modified discloses a conduit depending downwardly from 
the first access door. 

* THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Luan K. Bui whose telephone number is 571-272-4552. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu can be reached on 571-272-4562. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300 for Formal 
papers and After Final communications. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Luan K. Bui 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3728 



